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* Over last 25 years in California
— Saved Approximately 2,000 million therms (Mth)

— Savings split between utility energy efficiency
programs and state standards

* Savings potential remains high (examples)
— Commercial Sector:
— Residential Sector:
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Miscellaneous

3% Residential
36%
Industrial
46% _
Commercial

15%



Miscellaneous 9%

Water Heating

Cooking 38%

22%

Space
Heating
31%



Single Family

Multifam ily

Mobile Home
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Solar Water Heat

Horiz Cloth Wash
Condensing Furnace
Wal Insulation

Water Heater Blanket
Ceiling Insulation
Energy Star Dish Wash
HE W ater Heater

Floor Insulation

HV AC Testing & Repair
Duct Repair

Low Flow Show erhead
Faucent Aerators

Pipe Wrap
Programmable Thermostat
Duct Insulation

Boier Controls

HE B oiler

Infiltration Reduction

HE Clothes Dryer
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Pool

Heating
13% Heating

21%

Cooking
10%

Water
Heating
56%



Process Other
Process 0% HVAC

Machine 6%
1%

Process Heat
43%
Indirect Boiler
42%

Process Cool
0.1% Other-Not Rept

8%




Millions of Therms
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Mid-90's Funding

50% Funding Increase 100% Funding Increase Maximum Achievable

B Residential @ Commercial O Industrial




Mid-90's Funding 50% Funding 100% Funding Maximum
Increase Increase Achievable

@ Residential O Commercial O Industrial
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—+—Base Energy Costs
~#-50% Increase in Costs
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Mid-90's 50% Funding 100% Funding Maximum
Funding Increase Increase Achievable

Energy Efficiency Program Funding Level




Mth TRC

Continued Current 30 1.39
~ 50% Increase 49 1.46
~100% Increase 75 1.36

Maximum Achievable 193 1.36

Are Expanded Investments in Natural Gas Energy
Efficiency a Good Idea? Yes!
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